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he imminent expansion of the Community to include three new countries, Greece, Portugal 
and Spain, is a historic event for Europe. It underlines once again the Communitv's role 
is an economic and political driving force and as a guardian of the democratic system in 
our part of the world. | 
Sut developments in Norway have also led to changes in our relations with the EEC. Our 
position as a modern industrial tation has been further strengthened, partly as a result 

ictivities connected with our oil and gas resources. This has given new impetus to 

operation which has increased the mutual dependence between Norway and the other European 

laCTions. 


1is is the background to the initiative we took to create concrete cooperation in a number 
of tields outside the trade agreement, such as environmental protection, energy, industry, 
transportation, deve’~pment aid and economic policy. We attach special importance to 
reater cooperation between the European nations on economic policy in the light of the 
larming increase in unemployment and inflation. 


But these new fields of cooperation and the European Community's increasingly important 
role internationally indicate that we should appraise the need for new forms of contcct with 


the EEC and with its individual members without prejudice. 


During my visit to Brussels recently the Commission presented a proposal for informal 


innual meetings between the Commission and Norway at the political level to discuss gues- 
tions of mutual interest in the areas of economy an: trade. 


| reacted positively to this proposal, which I believe will be the foundation of cooperation 
of great significance for us, both concerning questions covered by the trade agreement and 
in the new areas of cooperation I have mentioned. Parallel with this we are making prepara- 
tions for an intensification of our connections with the Community nations’ foreign policy 
cooperation. 

The aim behind these new forms of cooperations is to acquire as comprehensive information 
as possible about developments inside the Community and to ensure that Norwegian views are 
taken into consideration when the Community is shaping its measures and views in both the 
economic and foreign policy fields. 


feel sure that such a functional and pragmatic development of contacts with the Community 
ire in the Norwegian interest and that there is broad support for this as part of an active 
Norwegian policy in Europe. 
it must be a general principle, but especially in our part of the world, that we do not sit 
like passive onlookers viewing other nations’ policies but actively attempt to participate 
in their formation. 


NEGOTIATIONS COMPLETED ON SWEDISH MISSILE PURCHASE 


LD151627 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 28 Nov 80 p 11 


lExcerpt| The Norwegian defense forces have this week completed negotiations on parts of 

a contract for the purchase of Swedish air defense missiles for around 40 million kroner. 
he majority of those RB 80 antiaircraft missiles will be sent to the North Norway Brigade, 
but according to information given to AFTENPOSTEN army commanders are also considering 
equipping the garrison in Porsanger with some. If this is the case it will be the first 
time military units in Finnmark will have had air defense missiles at their disposal. 


The missiles, which will be supplied by the Swedish Bofors Company, are short-range, limited 
to 5 kilometers. The missiles are fired from the ground at attacking aircraft, and are 
guided to their target with the aid of a laser beam and a gyrostabilized optical range- 
finder. The firing unit with its missile can be dismantled and three men can carry the 


parts on their backs. 
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FOREIGN OFFICE MEETING WITH ‘ARAFAT REPORTED 





LD151539 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 15 Dec 80 p 24 
{John Bulloch report: “‘Arafat Sees Foreign Ottice Man"] 


[Text] A senior Foreign Office representative has held a secret meeting with Yasir 
‘Arafat, the Palestinian leader, as pari of Lord Carrington's policy of moving closer 
to the Palestine Liberation Organisation (PLO). It emerged yesterday that Sir John 
Graham, deputy under-secretary in charge of the Middle East, met Yasir ‘Arafat in 
Beirut on Dec 2. Sir John was accompanied by Mr Ben Strachan, British ambassador in 
the Lebanon, and with Mr ‘Arafat was the PLO "foreign minister", Faruq Qaddumi. 


In Beirut at the time, strenuous efforts were made to conceal the fact that the meeting 
was taking place. I was told that Sir John Grahamwas to be out of Beirut on that day 

as he was making a tour of the troubled south of Lebanon. Lord Carrington took the 
same position in a letter he sent to Mr Steel, the Liberal leader. 


The Foreign Office said last night that Sir John Graham's meeting with Mr ‘Arafat "does 
not signify any change in our general attitude to the Middle East question or to the 
PLO in particular.” The statement said that Sir John was on "a familiarisation visit" 
to the area, and also went to Jordan, Syria, and the West Bank. 


Official British attitude reflects that of the European community, expressed after the 
Venice summit meeting early this year. This called for the PLO to be “associated” with 
any Middle East peace talks, but did not give the organisation any special recognition 
or status. 


CARRINGTON ENDORSES LIBERAL PARTY REPORT ON PLO 





LD151629 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 13 Dec 8C p 5 
[John Bulloch report: "Carrington Backs Steel's Report on Status of PLO"] 


[Text] Lord Carrington, foreign secretary, and his two senior ministers have endorsed 
the main points of a report on the Middle csast by Mr David Steel, the Liberal Party 
leader, in which he supports the Palestine Liberation Organisation's claim to be the 
representative of the Palestinian people. The official British Government position is 
that the PLO must be "associated with" many Middle East negotiations, but the organi- 
sation is not afforded any official recognition or status. 


In his 15,000-word report following a Middle East tour, Mr Steel set out as his first 
point that any settlement in the area would have to ensure acceptance of the state of 
Israel within internationally recognized borders. But Mr Steel offered little further 
encouragement to the Jewish state. He advocated recognition of the PLO, accepted the 
Palestinians’ right to a homeland in the West Bank of the Jordan and in Gaza, said 
that the bill by which Israel had annexed Jerusalem had no validity, and said that bi- 
lateral negotiations between Israel and Jordan could never settle the problem. 


In a letter published this week, Lord Carrington seemed to accept all these points. 
The letter was published in one Arabic language paper in London, and one English- 
language Arab newspaper. 


The letter from Lord Carrington to Mr Steel said: “Thank you very much for your letter 
of Nov 17 and for sending us copies of the report of your Middle East tour. Sir lan 
Gilmour (lord privy seal) and Douglas Hurd (minister of state) were also interested 

to see the report and I am replying on behalf of us all. 











ty 
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"If I may say so, the report is an excellent piece of work. The department has read 
it with great interest, and we would not take issue with any of your main conclusions." 
This apparent endorsement of the Liberal Party l« \der's views on the Middle East seemed 
to cause considerable embarrassment at the Foreign Office last night. & spokesman said 
that there had been no change in British policy. The spokesman suggested that Lord 
Carrington's letter had been “loosely worded,” and said that interpretation of it would 
depend on wiat were considered the main points of Mr Steel's report. 


However, the Liberal leader's report clearly set out his main conclusions, and his aides 
had no doubt what they were. Arab diplomats in London also saw no difficulty in work- 
ing out the desi.e of all senior Foreign Office ministers to take a more positive atti- 
tude towards the Palestinian question. 


One Palestinian told me: "We have always believed that senior British ministers wanted 
to move further and faster than the Americans would allow them to. Lord Carrington's 
letter seems to us to be proof of this. 


"MOST ADVANCED’ MISSILE SYSTEM TO BE CANCELED 





LD151533 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 15 Dec 80 pp 1, 24 
[Air Cdre G.S. Cooper report: "RAF Super Missile Faces Axe") 


[Excerpt] Sea Eagle, Britain's most advanced missile system, is about to be cancelled. 
Other important weapon projects, including an improved version of the RAF's air defence 
missile, Sky Flash Mark 2, may also be swept away in a drastic review of defence equip- 
ment expenditure. No decisions have yet been finalised, a Defence Ministry spokesman 
confirmed yesterday, but reports from industry sources strongly suggest that equipment 
cancellations and postponements are imminent. 


As reported exclusively in THE DAILY TELEGRAPH on Nov 28 the 350 million pound Sea 
Eagle programme has reached the flight test stage, attached to a British aerospace 
Buccaneer. Cancellation of the advanced technology antiship missile, which was ordered 
last year as a TV Martel replacement for use by the RAF and fleet air arm, will effec- 
tively put a stop to what has been promisingly described as the forerunner of Britain's 
own cruise missile for tactical use over land as well as at sea. The 75 million pound 
development of Sky Flash was announced just before this year's defence white paper, in 
which it was included as an important improvement to Britain's air defences. 


Aircraft replacement programmes are also expected to suffer severely from the govern- 
ment decision to contain the 5,000 million pound expenditure on the Trident nuclear 
missile system within published defence budget totals. If defence funds cannot be 
increased substantially to offset the expense of Trident, the RAF has little hope of 
getting ew aircraft to replace Jaguars and Harriers before the completion of the pro- 
gramme in the 1990s. A Sea King anti-submarine helicopter replacement for the Royal 
Navy will also be ruled out. 


The leakage of confidential Defence Ministry documents in October made it clear then 
that funds to replace these three types of aircraft could be regarded as "wholly in- 
adequate." Reductions in defence expenditure have given rise to mounting concern in 
Britain's aerospace industry as industrialists and military observers assess the lung- 
term effects on planned equipment programmes. 


Fears are growing that cancellations and postponements will become inevitable as a 
combined consequence of cutbacks in the base level of the defence budget, a reduction 
in the rate of increase in defence spending and the massive reallocation of resources 


to Trident. 
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NC151912 Nicosia Domestic Service i 
[Text] EDEK Chairman Lissaridhi 
Party congress. 

EDEK ISSUES RESOLUTION ON TALKS, BC 
NC151921 Nicosia Domesti« service if 
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The new agreement will incorporate provisions of the Creek-American [agreement] that was 
initialed in 1977 in connection with the legal status of the military installations and 
of the Americans serving in them. The new agreement will replace the current [state of 
affairs] which has been outdated by developments. 1 hope that next week we will be in 
@ position to submit a plan on the main part of the agreement and later present the text 
of geographical appendices for [each base]. 


The development of multilateral diplomacy gives small countries, with broad concerns 
and interests, the possibility to play a role in international organizations dispropor- 
tionate to their size. Creece is properly utilizing this possibility in the UN forum 
and the UN specialized organizations, and recently at the Madrid conference. The policy 
that Greece voices is proof of its devotion to the principles of the UN Charter and its 
belief in human values that constitute the nucleous <f its cultural heritage. 


Looking toward the future, I would say that Greece's accession to the European Community 
provices it with prerequisites and means to deal with difficulties of a political and 
economic nature that become, every day, more acute. In an unstable and conflicting 
world, Greece will find itself within a stable framework, the European Community, in 
order to develop its national entity and to face pressing problems. 


Greece's accession has been based on both political and economic assessments. Politi- 
cally, the accession creates prerequisites to safeguard Greece's sovereign rights, to 
consolidate its democratic institutions, and to strengthen its international role. Ags 
an equal member of a strong community, and with its weight on the international stage 
strengthened, Greece will be able to better withstand any probable outside pressures. 


Economically, accession to the EEC will definitely contribute to the highest possible 
prosperity for all the strata of people, and to the modern organization of the Greek 
economy and society. The net financial benefit from the Community's budget will increase 
the income of the peasants and of the working people in general. The financial assistance 
of the Community will lead more quickly and more safely to the rejuvenation and moderniza- 
tion of the country’s economic and social structure. 


Along with this, the Community, for its part, will benefit from Greece's accession. from 
the political poin”. of view, with Creece as the 10th member the Community's presence in 
the delicate region of the eastern Mediterranean and the Middle East will be broadened 
and strengthened. In this way more favorable prerequisites will be created for [deepening] 
EEC relations with the countries in this region. 


Beyond this, Greece is an important market for the Community since the percentage of the 
Community exports to Greece is already much higher than that to Australia or Canada. With 
Greece's accession, the EEC becomes the No 1 maritime power in the world. With our 
accession, the participation of the Community's merchant marine fleet in the world economy 
wil be increased from 20 percent to about 34 percent. In few words, Greece's accession 

to the European Community is already vindicated by the general political and economic 
developments in the European and the broader interntional region and the region closer to 
our national area. I thank you. [applause] [end recording] 
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What do we of the KKE-Interior have to say’? We say that the ceuses--over and bevond the 
enemy's pressure--must be sought within the Communist movement; in its line, in the attrac- 
tiun of its ideas, in its unification practices. If all these are based on a sound founda- 
tion then no power can force them into any corner. If all this fails to convince, however, 
then both the enemy and the opponent within the progressive area will both benefit and the 
movement will be forced into a corner. 


Six Implacable Questions Demand an Answer 


Comrades of the other KKE: Check your line and your methods: do not be carried awav by 

the 10 percent you received in those other elections by beeuiline old and new communists, 

by using the unlimited support which the othe: “brother parties” give you. This line and 
these methods of rours, able perhaps to inspire fanaticism within a minority, cannot convince 
the vast masses of the people whose confidence must be won over by the Communists. 


1. Comrades, what do you have to say about Poland? 


What is your answer to the workers who ask: How is it that after 40 years of the “authority 
of the working class" such a great proportion of this workine class now expresses its dis- 
comfort because it was ignored, overloo’ ed and suffers? What would vou sav if--we hope it 
never happens--the Soviet divisions come in, as they did in Czehcoslovakia, in order to 
Support, always in the name of the Polish people, a form of socialism which cannot find 
Support among the Polish people? Will you say that the Soviets acted well and that the tanks 
are the embudiment of proletarian internationalism? Will you sav that Cierek was to blame? 
Was it the counterrevolutionaries or the imperialists who were to blame? If truly all these 
were in fact to blame, then what did the party do? This was the party that was as worthy 

of being spat upon as your ow party! This was the party which suppressed every form of 
protest and criticisa--both witisin it and outside! This was the party that soueht its 
Support among the bureavcrats and not the laborers but which today fights--and has all 

Our support--in order tc regain the confidence of the working class, a confidence of which 
it was deprive for years thanks to methods which are similar to your ow methods. What 
will you say then and whom will you convince? 





2. Comrades, what do you have to to say about democratic liberties? 


What do you have to say about personal rights, about the freedom of information of research 
and of art? What do you have to say about the right to strike? Do you guarantee that you 
will respect all this if you come to authority? How do you demonstrate your respect to 

all this in your daily practices? Will you, for example, do it under the theory that "the 
truth is what benefits the people” which has been used to cover up crimes as well as distor- 
tions of history? 


3. What do you have to say about division and about unity’ 


Most of the ordinary people in our fatherland, communists or leftists say, "Man, if the 
party were united, what miracles we could work!” What do vou sav? Is there for vou a 
problem of division and, as a result, a problem of unity’? For us such a problem does exist 
and we have declared it in all keys that we want unity in action, we want open dialoeve and 
criticism, we want the unity of the communist movement on the basis of the principles of 
revival. Do you know what you are saying? You say: “We will crush them. Thev are revi- 
sionists and traitors, agents of the bourgeois class." It is within such a climate that you 
inspire fanaticism among the young, the members of the communist youth, turning them into 
tools of a policy which incessantly makes division deeper to the degree that the bourgeois 
class rubs its palms with pleasure. 


What do you havc to say to all this? At a time that you have such abysmal hatred for vour 
comrade, whom will you be able to convince that vou will have a more democratic behavior 
for some other ally not subjugated to you? 
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